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New connects
---- --

- Sillgle l.ine 2/1/97C EDI mapping requirements received from AT&T on 1/13/97. Oevelupmcn
func.ionality with straight line directory listings was completed on 2/1/97.
is currently perltmuing internal testing. ).4

- Multi-Line (Less Than 30 Lines) 2/1/97C EDI mapping relluirements received from AT&T on 1/13/97. Developmcil
func.ionality wi.h straight line directory listingli was comple.ed on 2/1/97.

_.is ctllrcn.ly perflJrming in.cnml.esting. ).4
-----

- Projec.s (Large Job - add'i 7/1/97'1' Prc-order infiJrma.iun must he rCll"ested prior to sending il fjrm order viil •.
facili'ies/coonlinated work eff(ut Preliminary delini.iuns of hllsiness scenilrios and documen'il.ion provided I

relluired - need SWBT criteria) 3/6/97. AT&T and SWnT have agreed to mutually negotiate an impkmen
date Illf this functionality that may be beyond 6/1/97.

Disconnects 1/1/97 Develupment of this functionality is complete. SWBT inlernaltesting CUll I

I(eady for testing by LSPs.U
.

Change Orders

- Alld/Disc Class Features 3/1-4/1/97C Develupment of this functionality is complete. SWOT is currently pcrforllli

_. intemaltesting. J.4

- Simple Number Change 3/1/97C Development of this functionality is complete. SWOT is currenlly perforllli
intemal testing. J.4

-~-- ----

- Add/Disc Blocking ]/1-4/1/97C Development of this functionality is complete. SWBT is currently pcrflJrlni
intemaltesting. ).4

--- ~

- IJIC and Local PIC Change 4/1/97C Development of the functionality for PIC Change is complete. SWBT is Cl

performing internal testing. ) Development of Local IJIC Change flllll:lionil
complete and will he made availahle when ellual access '0 In.raI.ATA '011 I

J"Ready for Tesling by LSPs" means SWOT has performed inlemal syslem programming 10 eSlablish eleclrunic inlerface capabilily, and develuped lIecessary dal" lic:ld\ \11 111.,1

Ihe EDI inlerface lesling can begin belween SWOT and lhe LSP. SWOT and AT&T are working 10 mUlually develop requiremenls where OUf/H)1 slaudauts haye '101 hUll

developed. SWOT is ready for lesling and believes lesling should be inilialed prior 10 complele definilion of availabte: code:sels.
• On 2/6/97 addilionat requiremenls were idenlified for Oill-on silualions. Programming is curre:nlly being reworked 10 accommodale: Illese new relfuirelllclIls ClIlllpkllllll J.

pending receipt ofdocumenlalion from AT&T for a new codesel on an exisling EOI fietd.
• SWOT and Al&T .creed on 2/6/97 10 usc SWOT USOC's and FlUs in lieu of incomplele nalional codesels. All addiliollal lealures nol previuusly mapped h. IC .... II(' I I "I •. \\ III

be defined by SWOT.
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4/1/91C

J/I-4/1/91( ,

3/1-4/1/91C

--- ------- ~-------- -------- ------- ~._--._-----

implcmcntcd.
I-----~ -----1--..:.----------------------------

Pcnding dcfinition of business scenarios ami USOC/FI D fealure code mapplllj'
according 10 AT&T product priorily list. ),4

I I Development of lhis functionality is complete. SWUT is currently perfOIl\l~1I1'.
internaltesling. ).4

-----~ -~~-

Development oflhis funclionalily for straight line listings is complele. SWill 1l',Idy

't)r inlernallesling fur straighlline lislings. ) EJ)I mappings fur non-slwighl III It'

lislings have nol heen defined. AT&T and SWUT will mUlually eSlahlish
capabililies beyond slraighl-line lesting outside oflhe implemenlation plan.

- Add/Disc Essential I.ines

- Add/Disc Additional Lines

- I>ireclory Lisling ('hanges

1/1/97

1/1/97

4/1/97C

- SuspendJReslore Vacalion Svc.

- Suspend/Restore Non-Paymenl

Records Only Order

Developmenl of lhis funclionalily is complele. SWOT intemaltesling COlIIl'klcd
Ready fur lesting by LSPs.l, )

I I I-~----=-....::..-----------------

Developmenl of lhis funclionalily is complete. SWOT inlernallesling cOlllpkll"d
Heady for testing by LSI.s.U

I I I Development of lhis functionality is complete. SWOT internal testing cO~·IJlkIClI
I(eady for testing by LSPs.u, 4

I 1&F Order 14/1/97C IDevelopment of this functionala:-'ty---:"is-co-n-l-p:-Ie-t-e-:fj:-o-r-T-o-r-d-e-rs-w-il-h-a-st-ralgi;'1 ill~
dircctory listing. SWUT internallesting completed. Ready for lesling hy ISP" I I 4

EDI mappings 't)r non-straight line listings have nol been defined.
I 1 1--

NON-POTS SERVICE ORDERS

6/1/97T

6/1/97T

DID Trunks

POX Trunks Documenlation 10 define business scenarios and ordering requiremenls provided III

AT&T 3/10/97. Pending review by AT&T. EDt mapping musl be comp~~h:d '4

Documenlalion 10 define business scenarios and ordering requiremenls provided III

AT&T 3/10/97. Pending review by AT&T. ED' mapping IUusl he cOlllplckd "
I I 1_ --- ------~-- ~

'''Ready for Tesling by lSI)s" means swnr has perfonned inlemal syslen, ,Iwgrammillg lu eSlablish e1eclwnil: ililedace l:apabilily. and develllpcllllcl:css.IlY ddli) lid.h "" 110,11

lhe EUI inlerface lesling can begin between SWOT and Ihe I.SP. SWOT and AT&T arc working 10 mulually develop re4uiremenls where On"-/H>l siandauls have 1101 .... .."

developed. SWOT is ready for lesling and believes lesling should be inilialetl prior 10 complele t1dinilion of availablc wdescls
) On 2/6/97 addilional requirements were idenlified for Dill-on silualions. Programming is cllrTcnlly being reworked 10 accOInlllodalc: Ihese new rC111lirelllcliis ('lIl11pld III" .,

pending receipt of documentation from AT&T for a new codesel 011 an exisling EOI field.
4 SWOT and AT&T aareed on 2/6/97 to use SWOT USOC's and FlUs in lieu of incomplelc nillional (ollesels. All addilionalli:ahucs .1111 previously lIIappctllo IeOlIIIll: I II./. , \\ 011

be defined by SWOT.
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7/1/97'1'

7/1/1)71'Plcxar

Digiline/ISDN

Funclionality is nol acheivable by largel dale. SWBT continues 10 be conccrllc.J
aboul Ihe difficullies of eslablishing an electronic interface which could SlIpJlol1 .t! I
Ihe numerous coJes required for Ihis unique and extremely complex orller Iype
SWill' handlcs Ihis order Iype wilh manual, cuslomer inleractive processes. I Ill' :.c

processes should be used on LSP orders as well so Ihal qualily is assured alUl p,ll il y

is mainlained. AT&T and SWBT have agreed to mutually negoliale an
implemenlalion dale for this functionalily Ihal may be beyond 6/1/97.

I t I-!.-.------------~--~----.:.----

Funclionalily is nol acheivable by largel dale. SWIlT conlinues 10 be concerlH",1
ahoul Ihe diflicullies of establishing an eleclronic inlerface which could Stlpptl••. tll
Ihe numerous codes required 'or Ihis unique and eXlremely complex order Iype
SWBT handles Ihis order Iype wilh manual, cuslomer inleraclive processcs.lllc,c
pmcesses should he used on LSP orders as well so Ihal quality is assured alUl p.1l il}
is mainlained. AT&T and SWill' have agreed 10 mulually negoliale an
implementation dale for Ihis functionality that may be beyond 6/1/97.

Semi-Public Phones 1/1/97C SWBT intemallesting completed for the line function. I(eady fur tesling hy
I.SI'S.H. SWUT USOC/FIU mapping fur addilional fealure cudes in proglt:ss
acwrding 10 AT&T product priority list.

MegaLink (1'1.5) 7/1/97'1' Functionalily is not achievable by larget dale. SWOT continues 10 be conccfllnl
aboullhe diflicuhies of eslablishing an eleclronic interface which could SUpp.H I ,til
Ihe numerous codes required for Ihis unique and eXlremely complex order tYJl~

SWUT handles Ihis order Iype with manual, cuslomer inleraclive processes.lllc.~

processes should be used on LSP orders as well so that quality is assured ill11I p.lIll)
is maintained. AT&T and SWill' have agreed 10 mulually negoliale an
implementalion dale for Ihis funclionality that may be beyond 6/1/97. __

J"Ready for Tesling by lSPs" means SWOT has pel formed inlcrnal syslcm programming 10 eSlahlish clc(;lltlnic inlcl'a(;C (;apabilily, and dcvdul'c,'ncccssa.y ,1.,1 .• lid." '," .1.,'1

Ihe EDI inlerfa(;e lesling can begin belween SWUT and Ihc ..SP. SWUT and AT&tT ale wOIking lu lIlulually dcvdull rcquircmcnls whclc Ollffl'DI sla.ula..... ha\ic lIul 10<-. "
developed, SWOT is ready for lesling and believes leSlin$ should be: initialed priol lu cumilide derllliliun ur avallahle Clldcst."ls
• On 2/6/97 additionatlcquiremenls were identified for Uill-on siluillions I'rogralllllling is cunenlly being Icwo.ked 10 a(;cummodalc Ihese new .e'llIlIclllcnls ('U1l1l'kll"" I.

pending receipt of documenlalion nom AT&tT for a new codesel on an ellisling EDt field.
4SWOT and AT&tT agreed on 2/6/9710 usc SWOT USOC's and FlUs in lieu ur incomplele nalional CodcsCIS. All addiliunal rcalulcs 11111 p.eviuusly mappcd 10 Icaill/c I ",J ,,011
be dcfined by SWOT.
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COMI·ONENTS

Multi -Line Ilunting 4/1/97C Documentation to define business scenarios and ordering requirements provid
AT&T 3/10/97. Pending review by AT&T. EDt mapping must be complelcl

Preferentiailiunting 311/97C Documentation to define business scenarios and ordering requirements provi:
AT&T 3/10/97. Pending review by AT&T. EDI mapping must be cOlllpkkl.

Transfer of Calls - Network Intercept 1/1/97 Development ofTFC functionality is complete. For Disconnect orders, swn
intemaltesting is completed and SWOT is ready for testing by LSI.s. 1

. J. 4

SWUT is currently perfilnlling internal testing for TFC functionality associall
with Change and T&F orders.

Toll Billing Exception (alternatively 1/1/97 Development of this functionality is complete. SWHT intemaltesting cOlllpl1
billed calls) Ready for testing hy LSI)s.l. J. 4

Ilandicap Services 1/1/97 Ilandicap services on Change orders and New Connect orders will he eUccliv
when those order types are implemented. SWOT LJSOC/FID mapping ill pro
according to the AT&T product priority list. J. 4

--

ComeaU 4/1/97C Development of this functionality is complete. The SWOT LJSOC/FID map"
was completed 3/3197.)·4

Future Expected Delivery Date 4/1/97C Development of this functionality is complete and available for any straigi,l-I

(EDD) listing scenario.

Conversion When Final Dill Address Development of this functionality is complete. Ready for testing by LSI's. r 1

Is Foreign PO 4/1/97C

J "Ready for Testing by LSPs" means SWOT has performed internal system programming to establish electronic interlace capabililY. and deveillped necess,lI)' dilla .ie:hb \.. 111.11

.he EOI interface lesling can begin belWeen SWOT and Ihe lSP. SWOT and AT&T are working to mUlually develop requirements where OUf/HU standauh have: lIul I,,','"
developed. SWOT is ready for lesting and believes lesling shoutd be initiated prior 10 cumplele definilion of availilhlc cudesets
IOn 2/6/97 addilional requirements were idenlified for DiU-on silualions. Programming is currently being reworked to accollllllmlate these lIew relluilelllcllts, ('lIl11pklllll' ",

pending receipl ofdocumenlation from AT&T for a new codeset on an existing EOI field.
4SWOT and AT&T apeed on 2/6/97 10 use SWOT USOC's and FlUs in lieu of incomplete nillional codesets All ..dditionalleatures nllt previllusly mapped III 1«:.11111 t: I Old, . ",II

be defined by SWOT.
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UIIlECTORV LISTINGS

Directory Listing (Straight Line)

- White 2/1/91C Oevelupment complete for straight line directory listings. Ready for intclllil
SWBT testing.)

-~--

- Yellow N/A ,

Directory Listing Other Than
Straight Line

- White 2/1/97C EDI mappings for non-straight line listings have not been defined.) AT&T
SWnT will mutually establish capabilities beyond straight-line testing outsi
the implementation plan.

.-

- Yellow NJA

Directory Order Change~ Prior to
Publishing

- White N/A

- Yellow N/A
Directory White Pages (Non-SWOT N/A
Areas)

.Directory Expedite

illIll

~,c ul

) On 2/6/97 additional requirements were identified for Dill-on situations. Programming is cUrTenll)' being reworked 10 accommodate Ihese new JequiJcmen's CUIIII'It:II"1l I.

pending receipt of documentalion from AT&T for • new codeset on an existing EDt field.
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- Whilc N/A

- Yellow N/A

IIOST SERVICE OltDER EOI
TRANSACTIONS

Supplemenlal Orders

Finn Order Confinnalion (FOC) 4/1/97C Dcvelopmenl t)r Ihis funclionalily is complelc. ,On 2/6/97 addilionallcql
were idenlified '()r Hill-on silualions. Inilial coding fi)r Hill-on silualiolls
complcled. SWUT inlemallesling in progress.

Jeopardies '! By 4/1/97. SWIIT will provide missed appoinlmenl informalion via lhe I
Iransaclion. SWIIT is exploring Ihe dala available for jeopardy infonnali
manual process 10 provide Ihe infonnalion by phone. when and where av,
conlemplaled.

Rejecls 1/1/97 Developmenl of Ihis funclionalily is complele. SWUT inlernalleslillg Cll
I~cady for lesling hy I.Sl l s.1

Order Complelion 1/1/97 Ilevelopmenl of Ihis funclionality is complete. On 2/6/97 addilional relll
were idenlified for Bill-on silualions. Inilial coding for Dill-on silualiolls
completed. SWUT in~emalleslingin progress.

I'"I'( K III II

ICllll'lIl';

)/ H') ')

II. :\

laltk, I',

Iplclul

H'IIIC II h

J "Ready for Tesling by LSPs" means SWOT has performed inlernal syslem programming 10 eSlablish eleclronic inlerface capabilily. ami develope:tJ necessary dala lidd\ \,, II ....

Ihe EOI inlerface lesting can begin between SWOT and Ihe l.SP. SWOT and AT&T are working 10 mUlually develop requiremenls where 0111-"11:1>1 slandards have: nol hnll

developed. SWOT is ready for lesling and believes lesling should be inilialed prior 10 complele definilion of aVilililble codesels.



.~

SWUT STATUS REltORT ON NIt:W ELIt:CTRONIC INTERFACES
FOR ItRE-ORDER ANI) ORUF.RIN(; ANI) PROVISIONING FUNCTIONS FOR UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTSI

_._-- .._-- '--~-_.. ----- --- - ..

FUNCTION SWnT SWOT STATUS REPORT AS OF MARCil 15, 1997
AVAII.ADIUTY- --

UNRUNnLEU NETWORK ELEMENTS
--

ItU I~-()R I)I~R
----

111/97 For Pre-ordering, Ihe funclionalilies are the same as those developed for I{esille.
wilh the exception of due date and dispatch functionality. I That is, address
verification, services/features availability, telephone number assignment, and
customer service record (CSR) for non-complex services. As of 1/1/91,
development of these functionalities were complete. SWOT internal testing
completed. Ready for testing hy LSPs.J Complex CSR functionality will he
complete hy 4/15/97, with enhanced development to provide additional fields hy
5/1/97. The additional fields include IDENT, SA, LIST, SIC AND DILL.

ORUERING

6/1/97 SWOT has developed an EDllnterface to receive Local Service Requests (LSR)
for Unbundled Network Elements (UNE). This interface also electronically
responds to the LSP with acknowledgments (including error conditions if
applicable), Firm Order Confirmations and Service Order Completion notices.
Effective 112/97, SWOT is ready for LSP testing of this interface. SWOT's LJNI~

I swnT conlinues 10 report separalely for UNE, and is relying on Ihe Commission's Order daled f>ecelllber 19, 1991 where it was confirmed Ihal AT&T Eillibil ISA
is applicable only 10 Resale. and that functionalities for UNE are developed separately.

I ~ I{eally for lesling by lSPs" means SWOT has performed internal syslem programming to estahlish electwnic interface capability. and clevclullCd nccess;uy dala
fields so Ihallhe ED! inlerface tesling can begin between SWOT and Ihe LSP. SWOT and AT&T are working 10 mutually develop requirements where ODF/Eill
standards have not been developed. SWOT believes tesling should be inilialed prior 10 full requirements completion on a mutually agreeable schedule.

Pa6!e I of '2
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FUNCTION SWIIT SWOT STATUS REPORT AS OF MARCil 15, 1997
AVAII-ARIUTY

UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS
EDI Inlerface is based on OOP/EDI national standards current with OOP
definilions in final closure as of 1/2/91. This interface currenlly supports Ihe
ordering of the Local Loop, Local Loop wilh Jnterim Number Portabilily, Inler
Number PorlabililY, and Swilch Ports for the following activity types: new
connecl, change, disconnect, inside move, oUlside move, records change, ami
conversion to new LSP.

As a first step towards Operalional Readiness Testing (ORT), SWOT provided
AT&T wilh LSR dala element definilions currently supported by SWOT's EDI
Galeway for Unbundled Network Elements on 1/29/91. Orr 3/12/91. SWnT
provided AT&T with a lest plan 10 define ORT efforts. SWOT and AT&T will
IUeel 3/18-19/9110 begin discussion and clarificalion of SWOT UNE LSR
documenlatioll and Ihe lesl plan.

Page 2 or 2
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SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY'S
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ATIlT.. -_.-
March 21. 1991

Sutt.1500
919 Congress ANenue
Al.Is:ln,!ua 78701.2"4
5123TO·2010
F~: 512370-2096

Ms. Paula Mueller
Secretary of the Commission
Public Utility Commission ofTexas
1701 N. Congress Avenue
P. O. Box 13326
Austin. Texas 78711-3326

R.: Docket No. 16226

Dear Ms. Mueller:

This letter responds to the Srarus Report OD development of real-time
electronic interfaces tiled by Southwestern Bell TelepboDe Company (SWBT) on
March 17. Suffice to say that the Commission's March :5 clarification had
minimal effect (actually, no perceptible effect at all) on SWBTs report on the
status of implementation of electrOnic interfaces for unbundled network elements
(UNE). About the only meaningful information conveyed by SWBTs scant filing
on UNE iDterfaces is that either AT&T or SWBT continues to misapprehend the
Commission's Arbitration Award as far as the requirements and due dates for
cooperative development and testing of reaJ-time electronic interfaces for UNEs
are concerned. As a result. information on spcc:i.fic imerfaces, functionality and
order types for UNE continues to be completely missing from SWBTs March 17
status report.

To brieily frame the contmuma contrOve:sy, paragraph 25 of the
Arbitration Award requires that SWBT "provide real-time electronic interfaces
that allow LSPs to perform preordering. orderin~ provisionina. maintenance and
repair, and billing for resale services flnd unbundled network elements. II Thus.
SWBT is required to develop real-time. electronic interfaces for the same or at
least comparable interfaces. functionalities and order types for LINE (e.g.
migration orders, "as is" and "with changcs") as the Commission required for
resale. That has been AT&Ts interpretation of the Commission's Award and also
appears to have been the Commission's consistent interpretation.!

I The specific tbnctionallties and order types foe resale are set fonb with puticularity in AT"r
Exh. I 'A. WbIl lbe Commission did Dot require was the sam~ set of inwim due dates (or
unbundled elements mel therefo,.. rejeded ArATs proposed ,omnr:t Iancuage. bec:;wse it
would have inc:orponlcd those dales. The Commissioa did aot. bowever. chance its prior
ruling to require 15... fUaaioDafity for UNE.
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However, as the parties were in the process of drafting the February 28
joint status report. SWBI informed AT&T of its belief that the Award did Qot
require SWBT to develop real-time elccU'Onic interfaces for the same or
comparable interfaces, func:tionaJities and order rypes for UNE as were provided
for resale. On this basis. SWBT declined to work with A T~T to develop a joint
report that would address the specific interfaccst ~tiODS and order types being
developed for UNE. Instead. the parties simply flagged the disapement and
corresponding need. for clarification in the February 28 report.

Fortunately, the issue of electronic i.Dfer(aces for UNE was specifically
acknowiqed by the Commission and discussed at some length at its Marth S
Open Meeting. Unfonuuately, despite the Commission's March 5 "c1arifi[cation}
on the record" (Wood, 3/5 Ir. at 166). the requiremems for UNE interfaces remain
mispercei~ or at best dimly perceived, by either AT&T or SWBT.2 Consistent
with the Award aDd the Commission's March S discussion. it remaiDs AT&,..s
view that the joint implemmWioD efforts and status repons for UNE imerfaces
should be at the same level of detail in temIS of the specific interfaces.
functionality and order types as is the case for fesaJe interfaces. SWBT clearly
disagrees and. as its March 17 report on lINE iDdicau:s, persisrs in its view tbat
SWBT has DO obligation to develop the same or comparable interfaces,
functionalitics and order types for UNE.

Because of the continuing disconnect on UNE interfaces.3 further clari­
fication appears necessary.4 Otherwiset the divergent views will simply persist.

2 On March 5. Cbainnal Wood staled his undeiSamding that by June I "the pro.,isioninJ.
order'iDg lad pteordelilll [far] unbuadJed ftClWOrit elemma would aJso be opcra&ional." fr. a&
165. And dlere was 3.0 coac:umnce with Mr. SieBers view. on beba1f of 010. that '"the
awn -.ed it Deeded to be raJ.(fmc. elecuonic iJHerfaces [with silnibrl inccnals." Tr. at
165-66. Copies ofthe re1c'taltt nascript Ncs are attached.

3 Thouch there is DO pull iDteDcied.. SWB'rs inteaPl~oftbe Award could be colored by i1s
desire to disc:oaDcet CUS(OIMl'S served via UN£, even if no reamIIpIDCDt or the phY'ieaJ
serville arraDpalCftt is requested or ftecasaly IIId when a purely software.bascd chanp is
involved (a w;m mipmoa orders involving Ihe lINE platt"orm).

4 ATleT apotocizes for DOt DaviDS Ms. O&Iloa available oa Man:h S, wbids could patIaps have
helped erysr:aJim the issue and avoid 1M cominuiAc coafUsion. On the adler Iwtd. it is !lOt
completely ciai' wbedlcr SWBT ba.s chosen 10 simply disleprd the Mardl S ,larif1catioc.
disapees as to its effect, or bodI. 1D my e'VCD1. Ms. Da1too wUl be available for tbe Gext
postUal ofthis iIIlID OD Marcb 26.
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In swn. a prO<:e5S of joint development and cooperative testing IS best
calculated to produce a soft landing on June I and a joint report on June 13 which
indicates that real-time electronic intert"aces for UNEs work and that the relevant
functionality and order typeS are a...-ailabie. The altemative is a crash landing on
June I where SWBT presents an incomplete set of UNE interfaces that have not
been cooperatively developed or tested and which therefore lack critical
ti.mctionality. Interfaces for tJNE that are operational (i.t. work to support apid.
broad-based entry) on June 1 is cenainly what the Commission bas stated it
wants. but without the requested further clarification.. that result is subslantially
jeopardized because UNE interfaces that do not support the relevant set of order
types that LSPs can use to move customers are virtually worthless.s

Sillccrely.

- -""!,,,"-:::>-.__.-

Thomas C. Pelto
ChiefRegulatory Counsel

cc: Ms. Kathleen Hamilton. Administrative Law Judge, PUC
Ms. Carole Vogel. Director. Office of Regulatory Affairs. PUC
Mr. Kevin Zariin~ Assistant Director. Legal DivisionlO~ PUC
Mr. Stephen Davis, Director. Office ofPolicy Development, PUC
Mr. Howard Siegel. ChiefAttorney. Office ofPolicy Development, PUC
Mr. Bill Magness, Chief Counsel, Office ofPolicy Development. PUC
All Parties ofRecord to Consolidated arbitration proceedings (fac:simile)

5 If SWBT is DOl required to wort a)()peruively witb AT&T aDd other LSP5 on the UNE
i.~terfaces. then the sUuar.ion with EASE on me male side will likely repeat itself, or worse.
SWBT wiU uniIareral1y develop non-indusa'y standan1. proprietaly interfaces. with missift& or
inc:omplere functionality. Moreover. bearing in mind SWBrs utemlMS to thwan UNE
~ompetirion IC every level (e.g. the liccnsin& provision) lad itsteadcDcy 10 sprUl' Last-minute
surprises (•.g. new found aon-recurrin! cbarJcs). the opponunit;cs (Of' misdlicf with tM UNE
intetflces are immense and the coasequenccs cIlasdc - UPs will noc be able to provide
service to Texas USIIII the UN! plalfonn if they CanDO( pus mipioft orders. Of course.
SWBT wouJd prefer nex oat)' th&c d\e fox 1uard the henhouse. but atso thac it warm the cgs
and herd the hatcblinp.
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aabiquity or potential ambiquity in :he

per!Qras for itself,~ ana AT't says you

should treat unbundled ~he same kind o!

i~tervals tha~ resale has, and Southves~!:n

1 1 sell'. response is appears to be that

13 tbey don't do unbundled elementds for

14 themselves and, therefore, the s.me

(t.auqhter)

PIlL SI£G£t.: Ply

understandin9 of the intent of the Avard

va. to require the same time ~eriods that

1 5
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intervals don't exist.

COMM. WAt.SR:

good t.i.me?

never is a

22 vere bein9 required for resale and that

23
.,

24 II
ZS I

I
I
\

si.il~r intervals were applicable, but that

se.ms to be the one poliey issue that the

parties dis.~ree on and are havinq

~ENNEDY AEPORTING SERVICE, INC.



.A~#&~-···"t

- • - - • - w • - 1 .

.• :nea:l
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And so I don't
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And there were a :ot

PUL SIEGEL:

It can't be done by FAX and phone.

r ••••b.r what it was; it had & life of lts

I'. not sure it it vas .xac~ly :he SAme as

in:e:-!aces.

resale or not, but exhibit lS A or

whAtever, Nancy Dalton'S .xhibit .- r d~n'~

the resale thin~s, most of which vere fro:"l~

loaded this sonth And last month and in

of dates on that chart.

provisioninq and ord.rin9 and reorderinq

is.ue. under unbundled network e1esents

electronic interfaces, and I think that

work.

stated it needed to be r.al tim.,

January were ~oin~ to b. doni, was that the

would also be operational.

know if any elarification of the award is

needed., but, I sean, this deal hAS 90t to
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hearin9 oc Jun. 13ta was that not only wire
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CHAIR~AN WOOD:5

6

7

to elarify that so=e~o"'?

MR. SIEGEL:

00 '.1 t :-: e t::

I don't t~:':'lj(

8 so. If the Co •• ission "'ants to state :ha:

9 their interpretation of the avar~. tna:

CHAI1UIAN WOOt>:

Anythinq tlse oa this?

justAn~ we

'ltah.

CHAI1U!AN WOOD:

CO~UI. G£!:

gtntrally tht Avard stands for itself

elarifitd that on tht rteord --

three no~s.
.,
"

'j

J
II
!I

;1

1)

11

II

10

11

l~

13

15

16

17

18 is back ot the tont ot the ortqinal

19 hearin9, at least as to A~.t and atll on

the or191n41 hearin9 baek in Oetober.20

21 appreciate that personally. I think I

I

22 speak for ~h. three o~ us sayin9 we hope

23 you both vant to get into eaeh other's

24 business as bad as your marketin9 people

25 say that you do on TV • I think that the

•
I

~£NNEOY ~EPOATtNG SlaVICI. INC.
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Cause No. PUD 970000064

BEFORE THE CORPORATION COHMISSION OF THE

APPLlCATIOH OF BRHBST G. JOHNSON, )
DIRECTOR OF THE PUBLIC UTILITY )
DIVISION, OKLAHOMA CORPORATION )
COHMISSION TO EXPLORE THE )
REQUIREHBNTS OF SECTION 271 OF )
THE TBLBCOHKUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996.)

FL~19~D
STATE OF OKLAHOMA
COURT CLERK'S OFFICE· OKO
CORPORATION COMMISSION

OF OKLAHOMA

AT&T'S MOTION TO TAKE DEPOSITIONS, TO MODIFY
ORDER, AND TO SHORTEN NOTICE PROVISION

COMES NOW AT&T Communications of the Southwest, Inc. ("AT&T" )

and pursuant to OAC 165:5-11-1 and Order No. 409904, requests the

Commission to issue an Order permitting the depositions to be taken

of the following individuals: Randy Butler, Bill Deere, Elizabeth

Ham, Dale Kaeshoeffer, Kathleen Larkin and Karol Sweitzer.

AT&T requests the depositions in order to develop the factual

record on issues critical to the section 271 currently being

conducted by this Commission and ultimately to be conducted by the

Federal Communications Commission ("FCC").

AT&T was advised for the first time on Monday, March 24, 1997,

that Southwestern Bell Telephone "company ("SWBT") does not intend

to produce any witnesses at the evidentiary hearing currently

scheduled for April 14-16, 1997. See Procedural Schedule, Order

No. 409904. The information was shared in an AT&T-initiated

discussion with counsel for SWBT concerning a proposed early

exchange of witness lists. AT&T proposed exchanging witness lists

prior to the April 1 deadline specified in the Procedural Schedule

in order to facilitate final decisions about the scheduling of



depositions. It was in response to this proposal that AT&T first

learned of SWBT's intentions not to make any witnesses available

for cross examination at the April 14 hearing. The next day, AT&T

formalized its request to take a limited number of depositions of

those individuals who will not be made available at the time of the

April 14-16 hearing. See Attachment A. AT&T followed up with a

second written request to SWBT, attaching a draft of the Motion to

Take Depositions. See Attachment B. SWBT has declined to agree to

the taking of depositions and has opposed AT&T's attempt to have

the Motion to Take Depositions specially set. See Attachment c.

The individuals whose depositions are being sought represent

a limited number of the twenty-six or more individuals whose

affidavits presumably will be submitted to the FCC as early as

April 11, 1997, in support of SWBT's Section 271 application. The

proposed location for the deposition of each witness is the place

where each such individual is employed. AT&T had limited the

number of proposed depositions in order to complete the depositions

before the April 1 deadline for taking depositions.

The ability to complete the depositions on the schedule

originally proposed has been frustrated by SWBT's unwillingness to

agree to the depositions, AT&T now also requests that the April 1

deadline for taking depositions be extended to April 11 and that

the normal five-day notice of deposition be shortened to permit the

depositions to occur on two-day notice.

2



Depositions are specifically contemplated by the Procedural

Schedule and specifically authorized by 17 O.S. S 12. Without

depositions, AT&T and other interest parties will have no ability

to cross examine these SWBT witnesses (or, apparently, any SWBT

witness) in order to conduct the factual development necessary for

this commission to make its recommendation concerning SWBT's

entitlement to Section 271 interLATA relief. RFls do not offer the

same advantages as depositions because of the inability to ask

follow-up questions and because the parties (other than Staff) are

limited to a total of 30 RFls. Similarly, informal discussions

with SWBT on the topics to be covered in depositions will not be

effective because of the inability to preserve SWBT responses for

consideration by the Commission and the FCC.

WHEREFORE, AT&T requests this Commission to grant the relief

requested herein.

Respectfully SUbmitted,

COFFEY, GALT & FITE, P.C.

k P. Fite, OBA #2949
Y M. Galt, OBA #3220

Marjorie McCUllough, OBA #15377
6520 N. western, suite 300
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73116
Phone (405) 842-7545
Fax (405) 840-9890

3



DATED March 28, 1997

Michelle S. Bourianoff
Thomas C. Pelto
919 Congress Avenue, suite 1500
Austin, Texas 78701-2444

Kathleen M. LaValle
state Bar No. 11998600
COHAN, SIMPSON, COWLISHAW

& WULFF, L.L.P.
2700 One Dallas Centre
350 North st. Paul street
Dallas, Texas 75201-4283
Phone (512) 322-9044
Fax (512) 322-9020

Katherine K. Mudge
SMITH, MAJCHER & MUDGE, L.L.P.
816 Congress Avenue, Suite 1270
Austin, Texas 78701
Phone (512) 322-9044
Fax (512) 322-9020

ATTORNEYS FOR AT&T COMMUNICATIONS
OF THE SOUTHWEST, INC.

4



CERTIPICATE OP MAILING

This is to certify that on this 28th day of March, 1997, a
true and correct copy of the above and foregoing AT&T'S MOTION TO
TAKE DEPOSITIONS, TO MODIFY ORDER, AND TO SHORTEN NOTICE PROVISION
was mailed, postage prepaid to:

-'

Robert E. Goldfield
Administrative Law Judge
Oklahoma Corporation Commission
Jim Thorpe Office Bldg
First Floor
Oklahoma City, OK 73105

John W. Gray
senior Assistant General Counsel
Oklahoma corporation Commission
P. o. Box 52000-2000
Oklahoma City, OK 73152-2000

Ernest G. Johnson, Director
Public utility Division
Oklahoma Corporation Commission
P. o. Box 52000-2000
Oklahoma City, OK 73152-2000

Maribeth D. Snapp
Deputy General Counsel
Oklahoma Corporation Commission
P. o. Box 52000-2000
Oklahoma city, OK 73152-2000

Roger Toppins
800 North Harvey
Oklahoma City, OK 73102

Mickey Moon
Assistant Attorney General
Office of the Attorney General
112 State Capitol Building
2300 North Lincoln Bouelvard
Oklahoma city, OK 73105-4894

Ronald E. Stakern
Clark, Stakern, Douglas & Wood, P.C.
101 Park Avenue, suite 1000
Oklahoma City, OK 73102

5

Nancy M. Thompson, Esq.
P. o. Box 18764
Oklahoma City, OK 73154

Martha Jenkins, Esq.
sprint communications

Company, L.P.
8140 Ward Parkway 5E
Kansas City, MO 64114

Fred Gist
100 North Broadway
suite 2900
Oklahoma City, OK 73102

Ed Cadieux
Brooks Fiber Properties
425 South Woods Mill Road
Suite 300
Town & Country, MO 63017

Nancy M. Thompson, Esq.
P. o. Box 18764
Oklahoma city, OK 73154

Fite
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Roger K. Toppins
HOO N'Jrth Harvey, Room 310
Oklahoma City, OK 73102

Re: PUD 970000064

])~ar Roger:

[)1\1.1. ..\S,l'EX1\S 75 201·4Z~3

March 25, 1997

TEL~I1l( 'lNr­
111'1' 1~4~1I~

TFI.K\Wy
(114)'/(,'-'''1,,1

Direct Di.1 (~14) 754..()215

AT&T would lik~ to reach agn:ernem with SWBT on a schedule of deposilions to be
taken ill connection with the above-referenced docket. In our conversation earlier yestcroay, you
advi~ed me of your understanding (~ubject to checking with olhers at your end) (Jlat SWBT docs
nOl intend to have any witnesses appear at the hearing scheduled for April 14 through 16, 1997.
Putting aside the issue of how SWBT can even attempt to carry its burden witl10ut producing
wirncsscs for cross examination. rhe immediate concern I have is the impact this informalion has
on [be need to use depositions to devcJop the factual record before the Okla1lOma Commission.
The lack of assurance that SWBT witnesscs will be made available for cross cxamination at the
hearing increases the number of depositions that we will want to develop the factual record
before the Oklahoma Commission.

Subject to any changes that may be Ilcce~sary after reviewing the materials SWBT intends
to tile WOlorrow, AT&T requests the deposiCions of the following individuals:

!{andy BmIer
Bill Deere
El ii'.abeth Ham
Dak Kaeshocfkr
Mic.hael MOMt:

Linda Kramer or Nancy Lowranl.:e
Kathleen Larkin and Karol Swcit:l.er

ATTACHMENT A

~"T
se::et L.6-L.<::-£0



Roger K. Toppins
March 25. 1997
Page 2

Please let me know when and where SWBT would be willing (0 produce the witncss~s.

We would agree to extend the April 1 deadline. if necessary. to !.:omplete the depositions.

1 look forward [0 hearing from Yl)U as soon a:-i possible.

Very truly yours,

I~JZtI.l_l/ C<J.V:u2f!,,-
Kathleen M. LaValle

KMI./dc

l.:C: Ronald E. Slahm
Martha Jenkins
Nancy Thompson
Ed Cadieux

S0"d =01 l.£:SI 1.6-1.(,;-£0
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VIA FAX

U)ll/\N. SIMI'SON, COWI.ISHAW & WlJI.H':, L.L1'.

DALLAS, TEXA::i 7'>:lOHlH'

March 26, 1997

TELEI'HONL
l!I~) H1.<J1,'\l

TIlI.r.cnry
Ill.) 969.v-111l

Direct Dial (Z14) 754~21S

R()g~r K. Toppins
800 North Harvey. Room 3J0
Oklahoma City. OK TJ 102

Re: Pl JD 970000064

Dear Roger:

I am assuming lhal your schedule ha:; kept you from responding LO the letter 1 sent
yesterday moming n;garding rhe scheduling of depositions. Because of the timing involved, I
have proceeded wilh thc preparation of the anached AT&T' s Motion to Take Dep<)sitions.
Before we move forward wiLh requcsting a set.ting, ~ould you please let me know whether
SWBT is wiHing to agr~e lo the schedul~ or JcpositiOllS that is proposed in (he motion? I would
appreciate h~aring rwrn you as ~oon as possibl~.

Vt:.ry truly yours,

Kathleen M. l.aValle

KMTJdc
attachmt:nl

cc: Ja(,;K Fite
Ronald E. Stakel1l
~Ianha Jenkin:>
Nancy Thompson
cd Cadieux

ATl'ACIlMENT B



BE1~ORE THE CORPORATION COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA

APPLICATION OF ERNEST G.
JOHNSON, DIRECTOR Oft THE
PUBLIC UTILITY DIVISION,
OKLAHOMA CORPORAnON
COMMISSION TO EXPLORE Tllli
REQUIREMENTS OF SECTION 271
OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
J\CT OF 1996.

§
§
§
§ Cause No. PUD 970000064
§
§
§
§

,.--.,

AT&T'S MOTION TO TAKE J)li:PO~ITION~

COMES NOW AT&T Communications of the .southwest, inc. COl1\T&'1''') and pursuant

tn OAC 165:5-11-1 and Ord~r No. 409904. requests the Commi~sion to issue an Order

approving the following deposirion schedule:

Randy Butler Tulsa. OK Mon. March 31. 1997, 11 a.m.

Bill Deere Dallas, TX Tue~. April 1, 1997, 10 a.m.

Elizaheth Ham St. Loui~, MO Mon. March 3t, 1997, 11 a.m.

Dale Kacshoeffer St. Louis. MO Tues. April I, 1997,9 a.m.

Kathleen Larkin St. Louis. MO Tues. April I, 1997, 1 p.m.

K~rol Sweitzer Dallas, TX MOll. March 1, 1997. 10 a.m.

AT&T requests the depositions in order to develop the factual record on issues critical

to the Section 271 review curre[ltly being conducted by this Commission and ultimately to be

conducted by the F~dcral Communications Commission ("FCC").

AT&1' was advised for the first time on Tuesday, March 25, 1997, that Southwestern

Bell Telephone Company ("SWBT") doe~ not intend to produce any witnesses at the evidentiary

hear ing currently scheduled for April 14- I6, 1997. Sec P[occdura1 Schedule, Order No.

409904. The information was shared in an AT&T-initiat~d discussion with counsel for SWBT

concerning a proposed early exchange of witness Ii$t~. AT&T proposed exchanging witness lists

o t . d
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